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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination filed 
on 25 June 2008. 

This office is made Non-Final. 

2. Claim 9 has been cancelled by the Applicant. 

3. Claims 1 0 and 1 1 have been added. 

4. The rejection of Claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Davis et 
al. (hereinafter Davis), U.S. Patent No. 5,937,160 filed 5/1/1997, issued 8/10/1999, has 
been withdrawn as necessitated by the amendment. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 10 and 11 are pending. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 10 and 11 are 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 6-7, and 10-11 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Davis et al (hereinafter Davis) (U.S. Patent No. 5,937,160, published 
8/1 0/1 999) in further view of Ono et al. (hereinafter Ono)(U.S. Patent No. 6,964,01 3 
filed 5/30/2000) 
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As per independent claim 1, Davis teaches an invention which creates/updates 
HTML documents via replacement of proprietary extended tags with data, said invention 
embodied on a medium (Davis Abstract, column 5 lines 25-33). 

Davis teaches reading an HTML document containing a proprietary <RPM> type 
tag, said HTML document updated via the replacement of proprietary (i.e. extended) 
<RPM> tags (said tag type defining various processing, i.e. <RPMTD>, etc., with said 
tags themselves not intended to be viewed in a browser) with text data accordingly 
(Davis column 5 lines 1 -7, column 1 0 lines 30-41 , 64-66, column 1 1 lines 1 -1 2, column 
14 lines 65-67 to column 15 lines 1-44) 

Davis teaches the addition of an additional lower level HTML (start and end) tag 
pair (controlling text bold parameter <B> - a character style) wrapped around an RPM 
type tag, said tag pair bolding the text replacing said RPM type tag (i.e. 
<B><RPMTD><B>) (Davis column 15 lines 20-29). It is noted that any type of text can 
lie between said <B> pair, including pairs of lower element tags, etc (hierarchically 
based tags). 

Davis does not specifically teach "deleting" said <B> tag pair enclosing the above 
tag. However, Ono teaches tag management means (i.e. managing document areas) 
for managing the deletion of an HTML tag pair (along with enclosed data) (i.e. a start 
and end tag) (Ono column 1 lines 63- 67, column 7 lines 13-21). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Ono's 
deletion management to Davis's tag pairs, providing Davis the benefit of flexible 
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document editing via management of nesting or overlapping of <RPMTD> tag data via 
deletion (see Ono column 2 lines 5-12). 

Davis teaches storage/presentation of a final HTML web page to a client via 
browser subsequent to updating (i.e. after an editor interchanges tags accordingly, and 
is subsequently interpreted by a Web browser) (Davis Abstract, at bottom, also column 
16 lines 61-67). 

Davis teaches reading an HTML document containing a proprietary <RPM> type 
tag, said HTML document updated via the replacement of proprietary (i.e. extended) 
tags <RPM> (said tag type defining various processing, i.e. <RPMTD>, etc., with said 
tags themselves not intended to be viewed in a browser) with text data accordingly. It is 
noted that the above <RPM> tag acts as a placeholder to be replaced with data 
accordingly. The final HTML document is generated according to the <RPM> instruction 
(retrieve time and date), said time and date inserted into said document instead of 
maintaining the <RPMTD> tag (Davis column 5 lines 1-7, column 10 lines 30-41, 64-66, 
column 1 1 lines 1 -1 2, 20-25, column 1 4 lines 65-67 to column 1 5 lines 1 -44). 

As per independent claim 2, Claim 2 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and 
is similarly rejected under rationale. Furthermore, Davis discloses <PRE></PRE> tags 
surrounding the <RPMTD> tags, wherein when the <RPMTD> is replace with text 
accordingly, the <PRE></PRE> tags enclose the text that is now presented. Thus, the 
text replacing the <RPMTD> tags is enclosed by a "predetermined identification 
extended tag pair". (FIG 14C-1.2) 
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Davis does not specifically teach "deleting" said <B> and/or <PRE> tag pair 
enclosing the above tag. However, Ono teaches tag management means (i.e. managing 
document areas) for managing the deletion of an HTML tag pair (along with enclosed 
data) (i.e. a start and end tag) (Ono column 1 lines 63- 67, column 7 lines 13-21). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
apply Ono's deletion management to Davis's tag pairs, providing Davis the benefit of 
flexible document editing via management of nesting or overlapping of <RPMTD> tag 
data via deletion (see Ono column 2 lines 5-12). 

As per independent claim 6, Claim 6 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and 
is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per independent claim 7, Claim 7 recites similar limitations as in Claim 1 and 
is similarly rejected under rationale. Furthermore, Davis discloses a computer (FIG 1, 
Items 10, 20) 

As per independent claim 10, Claim 10 recites similar limitations as in Claims 1 
and 2 and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

As per independent claim 1 1 , Claim 1 1 recites similar limitations as in Claims 1 , 2 
and 1 1 and is similarly rejected under rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 25 June 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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9. On pages 7-8, in regards to independent claim 1 , Applicant argues that Davis 
and Ono fail to specifically disclose the features of "recognizing an extended tag 
enclosed by a pair of lower level elements created with the HTML editor." However, the 
Examiner disagrees. 

Davis teaches the addition of an additional lower level HTML (start and end) tag 
pair (controlling text bold parameter <B> - a character style) wrapped around an RPM 
type tag, said tag pair bolding the text replacing said RPM type tag (i.e. 
<B><RPMTD></B>) (Davis column 15 lines 20-29). It is noted that any type of text can 
lie between said <B> pair, including pairs of lower element tags, etc (hierarchically 
based tags). <B></B> are lower level elements of the parent tags of <BODY> tags 
(Column 10, lines 30-37) Thus, <B><RPMTD></B> discloses the <RPMTD> tag 
enclosed by the lower level element tags <B></B> by the functionality of Davis that 
allows one to create/update HTML documents with tags. 

10. On page 8, in regards to independent claim 2, Applicant argues that Davis and 
Ono fail to specifically disclose the new claim limitation wherein fail to teach plural types 
of "extended tags" and the limitations of Claim 2. However, the Examiner disagrees. 

Furthermore, Davis teaches reading an HTML document containing a proprietary 
<RPM> type tag, said HTML document updated via the replacement of proprietary (i.e. 
extended) <RPM> tags (said tag type defining various processing, i.e. <RPMTD>, etc., 
with said tags themselves not intended to be viewed in a browser) with text data 
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accordingly (Davis column 5 lines 1-7, column 10 lines 30-41, 64-66, column 11 lines 1- 
12, column 14 lines 65-67 to column 15 lines 1-44) 

In addition, Davis teaches the addition of an additional lower level HTML (start 
and end) tag pair (controlling text bold parameter <B> - a character style) wrapped 
around an RPM type tag, said tag pair bolding the text replacing said RPM type tag (i.e. 
<B><RPMTD><B>) (Davis column 15 lines 20-29). It is noted that any type of text can 
lie between said <B> pair, including pairs of lower element tags, replacement tags from 
the <RPM> tag etc (hierarchically based tags). Furthermore, Davis discloses 
<PRE></PRE> tags surrounding the <RPMTD> tags, wherein when the <RPMTD> is 
replace with text accordingly, the <PRE></PRE> tags enclose the text that is now 
presented. Thus, the text replacing the <RPMTD> tags is enclosed by "predetermined 
identification extended tag pair". 

Davis does not specifically teach "deleting" said <B> and/or <PRE> tag pair 
enclosing the above tag. However, Ono teaches tag management means (i.e. managing 
document areas) for managing the deletion of an HTML tag pair (along with enclosed 
data) (i.e. a start and end tag) (Ono column 1 lines 63- 67, column 7 lines 13-21). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
apply Ono's deletion management to Davis's tag pairs, providing Davis the benefit of 
flexible document editing via management of nesting or overlapping of <RPMTD> tag 
data via deletion (see Ono column 2 lines 5-12). 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,969 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2178 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Faber whose telephone number is 571-272-2751. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8am to 430pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 



you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 


Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


/David Faber/ 




Examiner, Art Unit 2178 






/CESAR B PAULA/ 




Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 



